
US 20070107054A1 

(19) United States 
(12) Patent Application Publication (10) Pub. No.: US 2007/0107054 A1 

Averbuch et al. (43) Pub. Date: May 10, 2007 

(54) DYNAMICALLY PROTECTING AGAINST Publication Classi?cation 
WEB RESOURCES ASSOCIATED WITH 
UNDESIRABLE ACTIVITIES (51) Int. Cl. 

G06F 12/14 (2006.01) 
(75) Inventors: Aaron H. Averbuch, Seattle, WA (US); (52) US. Cl. .............................................................. .. 726/22 

Manav Mishra, Kirkland, WA (US); 
Roberto A. Franco, Seattle, WA (US); (57) ABSTRACT 
Tanq shanf’ Redmond’ WA (Us) Various embodiments provide protection against Web 

Correspondence Address: resources associated With one or more undesirable activities. 
LEE & HAYES PLLC In at least some embodiments, a method detects and 
421 W RIVERSIDE AVENUE SUITE 500 responds to a user-initiated activity on a computing device. 
SPOKANE, W A 99201 Responding can include, by Way of example and not limi 

tation, checking locally, on the computing device, Whether a 
(73) AssigneeZ Microsoft Corporation, Redmond’ WA Web resource that is associated With the user-initiated activ 

ity has been identi?ed as being associated With a safe site. 
Furthermore, in at least some embodiments, the method 

(21) App1_ NO; 11/272,473 checks remotely, aWay from the computing device, Whether 
the Web resource is identi?ed as being at least possibly 

(22) Filed; Nov, 10, 2005 associated With one or more undesirable activities. 

CLIENT SERVER 

400 \{ Detect a user-initiated activity on a 
computing device 

l 
Check locally on the computing device 

402 

408 

404 
Safe site? Check remotely from the computing device J 

Associated with 410 
Phishing? 

406 Allow user to continue with the user 
initiated activity Yes 

412 

[ Provide noti?cation ] 



Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 1 0f 9 US 2007/0107054 A1 

620w ( MM 

wow 





m .5 

US 2007/0107054 A1 

2.58 35%. 
.hom: m5 wzEEoo 2 :280 cm 6w: w>_0 9N 

A $3 2. >502 

3w 

N .m: E0: .200 @ 

Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 3 0f 9 





m .5 

US 2007/0107054 A1 

Q58 8555 = am: 2: £62 

3v 

N .2 E2 .200 Q 

mm>mww PZMIO 

Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 5 0f 9 





Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 7 0f 9 US 2007/0107054 A1 

N .5 as? 85%. .36: m5 msEEoo 2 E230 cm 6m: 26 am: 9: £62 



Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 8 0f 9 US 2007/0107054 A1 

ii'zeci?his ‘*N?b?ité: V Turn On Autamatic Checking. .. 

Report This Website 
Phishing Filter Settings... 



Patent Application Publication May 10, 2007 Sheet 9 0f 9 US 2007/0107054 A1 

a Repmlud Phishiug Website: Navigminn Blocked - Miurnsu? Interim! Expiurer 

Q Q - @r-ummwm-wm-ammm r" 9;: " ,, 

E nwnwmmeluvwmamm ‘ M ax‘ 

as w w M m w 

@ Phishing Filter has determined that this is a reported phishing website. 

http:l/your-sslsecurity.goracende/user/indexhtm 

We recommend the! you close this webpage and do not continue to this website. 

a Click here to dose this webgage. 

E Continue to this website ‘not recommended). 

Q What Is Phishing FilL-er? . 
Eport that this is not a phishimz website. 

Phishing Filler 



US 2007/0107054 A1 

DYNAMICALLY PROTECTING AGAINST WEB 
RESOURCES ASSOCIATED WITH UNDESIRABLE 

ACTIVITIES 

BACKGROUND 

[0001] Many threats have emerged regarding online com 
munications. Often, these threats involve Web resources that 
can be associated With undesirable activities that can some 
hoW impact a user and/or the user’s computing device. 
Undesirable activities can come in many shapes and siZes. 
For example, phishing, Where scammers or other bad actors 
attempt to gain illegal or unauthoriZed access to private 
information, is one example of such a threat. 

[0002] Online communication can alloW these scammers 
to reach many people easily through the use of such things 
as e-mail, instant messaging, or rogue Web pages. Often, a 
user is misled into navigating to a fraudulent link that the 
user believes is trustworthy. As a consequence, the user may 
be subject to attempts to elicit private information from the 
user. For example, a user might type “bankoamerica.com” in 
an address box in an attempt to link to a Bank of America 
Website. Once the user navigates to What appears to be, but 
is not, a legitimate Bank of America Website, the user might 
inadvertently divulge private information upon request and 
thus be “phished”. 

[0003] Another Way in Which a user can be “phished” is by 
responding to an email that appears to the user to be 
legitimate. For example, the user may be involved in an 
online transaction (such as an eBay auction) and receive an 
email Which requests that the user click a link and enter 
personal information in that regard. 

[0004] Other examples of undesirable activities can 
include such things as unknoWingly receiving spyWare or 
malWare. 

SUMMARY 

[0005] Various embodiments can protect a user against 
Web resources associated With one or more undesirable 

activities. In at least some embodiments, a method detects 
and responds to a user-initiated activity on a computing 
device. Responding can include, by Way of example and not 
limitation, checking locally, on the computing device, 
Whether a Web resource that is associated With the user 
initiated activity has been identi?ed as being associated With 
a safe site. After checking locally, some embodiments 
present the user With a noti?cation that the Web resource is 
not associated With a safe site. The user is then given an 
option to check remotely or to continue With the user 
initiated activity Without checking remotely. Furthermore, in 
at least some embodiments, if the Web resource is not 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site, the method 
checks remotely, aWay from the computing device, Whether 
the Web resource is identi?ed as being at least possibly 
associated With one or more undesirable activities 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0006] FIG. 1 illustrates a system in Which the inventive 
principles can be employed in accordance With one embodi 
ment. 

[0007] FIG. 2 is a How diagram that describes steps in a 
method in accordance With one embodiment. 
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[0008] FIG. 3 continues from FIG. 2 and is a How diagram 
that describes steps in a method in accordance With one 
embodiment. 

[0009] FIG. 4 is a How diagram that describes steps in a 
method in accordance With one embodiment. 

[0010] FIG. 5 continues from FIG. 4 and is a How diagram 
that describes steps in a method in accordance With one 
embodiment. 

[0011] FIG. 6 is a How diagram that describes steps in a 
method in accordance With one embodiment. 

[0012] FIG. 7 continues from FIG. 6 and is a How diagram 
that describes steps in a method in accordance With one 
embodiment. 

[0013] FIG. 8 illustrates a noti?cation icon and list box 
presented to a user in accordance With one embodiment. 

[0014] FIG. 9 illustrates a dialog box presented to a user 
in accordance With one embodiment. 

[0015] FIG. 10 illustrates a dialog box presented to a user 
in accordance With one embodiment. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

[0016] OvervieW 

[0017] Various embodiments can protect a user against 
Web resources associated With one or more undesirable 

activities. In at least some embodiments, a method detects 
and responds to a user-initiated activity on a computing 
device. Responding can include, by Way of example and not 
limitation, checking locally, on the computing device, 
Whether a Web resource that is associated With the user 
initiated activity has been identi?ed as being associated With 
a safe site. After checking locally, some embodiments 
present the user With a noti?cation that the Web resource is 
not associated With a safe site. The user is then given an 
option to check remotely or to continue With the user 
initiated activity Without checking remotely. Furthermore, in 
at least some embodiments, if the Web resource is not 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site, the method 
checks remotely, aWay from the computing device, Whether 
the Web resource is identi?ed as being at least possibly 
associated With one or more undesirable activities 

[0018] Exemplary Implementation 
[0019] FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary system, generally at 
100, in Which various embodiments described beloW can be 
implemented in accordance With one embodiment. These 
various embodiments can protect against Web resources that 
are determined or suspected of being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. 

[0020] There, system 100 includes a client 102 in the form 
of a computing device, a server 104 that is remote from the 
computing device, and a netWork 106 through Which client 
102 and server 104 can communicate. Client 102 can 

comprise any suitable computing device, such as a general 
purpose computer, handheld computer, and the like. In one 
embodiment, netWork 106 comprises the Internet. 

[0021] In this example, client 102 embodies one or more 
softWare applications 108 through Which client 102 and 
server 104 can communicate. SoftWare application(s) 108 
typically reside in the form of computer-readable instruc 
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tions that reside on some type of computer-readable 
medium. Although any suitable application can be used, in 
the embodiments described in this document, an application 
in the form of a Web browser is used. It is to be appreciated 
and understood, hoWever, that other types of applications 
can be used Without departing from the spirit and scope of 
the claimed subject matter. For example, applications such 
as Word processing applications, email applications, spread 
sheet applications, and the like can utiliZe the various 
inventive features described in this document. 

[0022] FIGS. 2 and 3 are How diagrams that describe a 
method in accordance With one embodiment. The method 
can be implemented in connection With any suitable hard 
Ware, softWare, ?rmware or combination thereof. In one 
embodiment, the method is implemented in softWare in the 
form of computer-executable instructions, such as those 
de?ning an application that executes on a client computing 
device. 

[0023] Step 200 detects a user-initiated activity on a client 
computing device. Any suitable application can be used to 
detect the user-initiated activity. For example, in one 
embodiment, an application in the form of a Web broWser is 
used to detect a user-initiated activity in the form of a 
navigation associated With a Web resource. In addition, any 
suitable manner of initiating the navigation can be utiliZed. 
For example, in some embodiments, navigation can be 
initiated by a user clicking on a particular link that the user 
?nds on a Web page. Alternately or additionally, the navi 
gation can be initiated by a user typing a URL in an 
appropriate address box that comprises part of a Web page 
that they are broWsing. 

[0024] Responsive to detecting the user-initiated activity, 
step 202 checks locally, on the client computing device, to 
ascertain Whether a Web resource that is associated With the 
user-initiated activity is identi?ed as being associated With a 
safe site. This step of checking locally on the client com 
puting device can occur contemporaneously With the user 
initiated activity. For example, conducting such a check can 
occur contemporaneously With conducting a navigation 
associated With a third-party Web site. 

[0025] In some embodiments, the local device can main 
tain a list of sites that have been determined as safe. For 
example, the microsoft.com and amaZon.com sites might 
appear on such a list and be considered safe sites. More 
generally, a safe site can be considered as one that is not 
associated With activities that are considered to be undesir 
able. One type of undesirable activity is phishing, although 
other undesirable activities can be the subject of the check 
Without departing from the spirit and scope of the claimed 
subject matter. These other activities can include, by Way of 
example and not limitation, activities associated With expos 
ing the user to malWare or spyWare. 

[0026] In conducting the local check, step 202 can be 
performed in any suitable Way. By Way of example and not 
limitation, a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) associated 
With a user-initiated navigation can be compared to a local 
list of URLs Which are knoWn to be safe. 

[0027] If a match occurs (the “yes” branch from step 204), 
the URL associated With the navigation is identi?ed as being 
associated With a safe site and step 206 alloWs the user to 
continue With the user-initiated activity. 
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[0028] If, on the other hand, the Web resource is not 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site (i.e. the “no” 
branch from step 204), then step 208 checks remotely from 
the computing device to ascertain Whether the Web resource 
is identi?ed as at least possibly being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. 

[0029] The step of checking remotely from the computing 
device can also occur contemporaneously With the user 
initiated activity. For example, during the remote check, a 
user-initiated navigation to a third party site can be alloWed 
to continue to provide a smoothly-perceived user experi 
ence. 

[0030] The remote check can be performed in any suitable 
Way. While FIGS. 2 and 3 illustrate this step as being 
performed remotely from the client computing device, this 
is not to be construed as meaning that one or more portions 
of this step, as described beloW, cannot be performed on the 
local client computing device. 

[0031] As an example, consider the folloWing. In at least 
some embodiments, one or more remote servers can be 

provided With information associated With a particular Web 
resource, such as a link or Web site. This information can 
come from a third party service that is designed to look for 
and keep track of sites that are or become affiliated with 
undesirable activities such as phishing and the like. In some 
instances, this information might be utiliZed to develop What 
is referred to as reputation information Which can then be 
used as part of a score-based system to rank the Web 
resource, as described beloW. More speci?cally, the reputa 
tion information can be provided to the local computing 
device Which can then compute a local score associated With 
the Web resource. The reputation information and the local 
score can then be processed to derive a reputation score that 
is associated With the Web resource. UtiliZing one or more of 
these scores, the Web resource can be ranked in categories 
such as: a Web resource knoWn to be associated With one or 

more undesirable activities, a Web resource suspected of 
being associated With one or more undesirable activities, or 
a Web resource that is not knoWn or suspected of being 
associated With one or more undesirable activities. 

[0032] Step 210 determines Whether the Web resource is 
identi?ed as at least possibly being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. This can be accomplished in any 
suitable Way. For example, here this can be accomplished by 
utiliZing the Web resource’s derived reputation score, as 
noted above. Furthermore, this step can be performed com 
pletely remotely from the client computing device. 
[0033] In the event that the Web resource is identi?ed as at 
least possibly being associated With one or more undesirable 
activities (i.e. the “yes” branch from step 210), step 212 
provides a noti?cation to this effect and step 214 (FIG. 3) 
noti?es the user of this information. This can be performed 
in any suitable Way. For example, the user might only be 
presented With an alert and/or a dialog box When the Web 
resource has been identi?ed as being suspected or actually 
being associated With undesirable activities. For example, in 
a score-based system, if the Web resource is ranked in an 
appropriate category that suggests an undesirable associa 
tion, then the user might be noti?ed. 

[0034] If the Web resource is not identi?ed as being 
associated With undesirable activities (i.e. the “no” branch 
from step 210), then a similar noti?cation can be provided 
to the user at step 212. 
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[0035] Step 216 gives or provides the user With an option 
to continue the user-initiated activity. Typically this step is 
performed in the event that the Web resource is identi?ed as 
being associated With an undesirable activity, although it is 
illustrated slightly differently here. 

[0036] Protecting Against Phishing Activities 

[0037] As noted above, in at least some embodiments, the 
inventive principles are implemented in the context of 
policing against phishing activities. By detecting a user 
initiated activity and checking to ascertain Whether an 
associated Web resource is associated With phishing, the user 
can be protected from attempts by scammers or other bad 
actors to gain illegal or unauthoriZed access to private 
information. 

[0038] As an example, consider FIGS. 4 and 5, Which 
illustrate a method, in accordance With one embodiment, of 
protecting against phishing activities. The method can be 
implemented in connection With any suitable hardWare, 
softWare, ?rmware or combination thereof. In one embodi 
ment, the method is implemented in softWare in the form of 
computer-executable instructions, such as those de?ning an 
application that executes on a client computing device. 

[0039] Step 400 detects a user-initiated activity on a client 
computing device. Any suitable application can be used to 
detect the user initiated activity. For example, in one 
embodiment, an application in the form of a Web broWser is 
used to detect a user-initiated activity in the form of an 
attempted navigation associated With a Web resource. 

[0040] Responsive to detecting the user-initiated activity, 
step 402 checks locally on the client computing device to 
determine Whether a Web resource that is associated With the 
user-initiated activity is identi?ed as being associated With a 
safe site. 

[0041] This step of checking, locally on the client com 
puting device, can occur contemporaneously With the user 
initiated activity. A safe site can be any site that is not 
associated With phishing activities. The local check that is 
performed can be performed in the same or similar manner 
as described above. 

[0042] Step 404 determines Whether the Web resource that 
is associated With the user-initiated activity is identi?ed as 
being associated With a safe site. If it is, then step 406 alloWs 
the user to continue With the user-initiated activity. 

[0043] If, on the other hand, the Web resource is not 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site, then step 408 
checks remotely from the computing device, Whether the 
Web resource is identi?ed as at least possibly being associ 
ated With a phishing activity. The remote check that is 
performed can be performed in the same or similar manner 
as described above. 

[0044] Step 410 determines Whether the Web resource is 
identi?ed as at least possibly being associated With a phish 
ing activity. This can be accomplished by utiliZing the Web 
resource’s derived reputation score, as noted above. 

[0045] Step 412 provides a noti?cation Whether the Web 
resource is identi?ed as at least being associated With a 
phishing activity and step 414 (FIG. 5) noti?es the user of 
this information. This can be performed in any suitable Way. 
For example, the user might only be presented With an alert 

May 10, 2007 

and/or dialog box When the Web resource is ranked in one or 
more of the categories discussed above. Altemately, the user 
might alWays be presented With an alert and/or dialog box. 

[0046] Step 416 gives or provides the user With an option 
to continue the user-initiated activity. Typically this step is 
performed in the event that the Web resource is identi?ed as 
being associated With a phishing activity, although it is 
illustrated slightly differently here. 

[0047] One example of hoW steps 412-414 can be imple 
mented, including the user interfaces that can be employed, 
is illustrated and discussed beloW in regards to FIGS. 9-10. 

[0048] Providing a User With an Option to Check a Web 
Resource 

[0049] As described above, in order to determine Whether 
a Web resource is associated With an undesirable activity, 
checking occurs remotely from the user’s computing device. 
Doing so, hoWever, can cause privacy concerns for some 
users. For example, if a user Wants to navigate to a certain 
Webpage, the URL of the Web page can be sent to a remote 
server to verify the absence of any undesirable activities, 
such as phishing. Certain users may be uncomfortable With 
the notion of alloWing a remote server to see certain Web 
pages that the user frequents. Thus, some users may ?nd it 
desirable to have the option of determining Whether or not 
the remote check takes place. 

[0050] FIGS. 6 and 7 are How diagrams that describe a 
method in accordance With one embodiment With the afore 
mentioned privacy concerns in mind. The method can be 
implemented in connection With any suitable hardWare, 
softWare, ?rmware or combination thereof. In one embodi 
ment, the method is implemented in softWare in the form of 
computer-executable instructions, such as those de?ning an 
application that executes on a client computing device. 

[0051] Step 600 detects a user-initiated activity on a 
computing device. In but one embodiment, and as noted 
above, one such activity takes place When the user clicks on 
a link associated With a Web resource. Such a link might be 
present as part of a Web page, an email document, or some 
other document on Which a user might be Working. Other 
examples of user-initiated activities are given above. 

[0052] After detecting a user-initiated activity, the Web 
resource can be checked locally as discussed above and as 
illustrated by step 602. Step 604 then determines Whether the 
Web resource is identi?ed as being associated With a safe 
site. If it is, then step 610 alloWs the user to continue With 
the user-initiated activity. Checking locally poses no security 
risks because all of the information is already contained on 
the user’s computing device. 

[0053] If hoWever, the local check reveals that the Web 
resource is not identi?ed as being associated With a safe site 
(e.g., not contained in the local list of safe sites), the user can 
be noti?ed as folloWs. 

[0054] Step 606, presents a user With a noti?cation that 
enables the user to opt to have a Web resource checked to 
ascertain Whether the Web resource is associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. This noti?cation e?fectively 
alerts the user that the Web resource is not on the local list 
of safe sites and asks the user Whether he or she Would like 
to check remotely from the computing device to determine 
Whether the Web resource associated With, for example an 
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attempted navigation, is associated With any undesirable 
activities. Examples of undesirable activities Were given 
above. 

[0055] If, at step 608, the user declines to check remotely, 
step 610 alloWs the user to continue With their activity. On 
the other hand, if the user opts to conduct the remote check, 
step 612 conducts the remote check by sending a request to 
an appropriate server or other remote device. 

[0056] Step 614 determines Whether the Web resource is 
associated With any undesirable activities. This step can be 
performed in any suitable Way, examples of Which are 
provided above. Step 616 provides a noti?cation to the user 
With regard to the remote check that Was performed. Step 
618 (FIG. 7) receives this noti?cation from the remote server 
and presents the noti?cation to the user. 

[0057] The noti?cation can either tell the user Whether or 
not the Web resource is associated With any undesirable 
activities, or provide information that can further be used to 
make that decision, as described above. 

[0058] If the Web resource is not associated With any 
undesirable activities, the user can continue With his or her 
activity. On the other hand, if the Web resource is determined 
to be associated With undesirable activities, step 620 can 
provide the user With an option to continue With the activity 
despite the association With undesirable activities. 

[0059] In Operation 

[0060] The above methodology can be implemented in 
any suitable Way using any suitable technology. As but one 
example of hoW the above-described techniques can be 
implemented from the perspective of the user, consider, 
FIGS. 8-10. 

[0061] Speci?cally, if a particular user has chosen to be 
given the option of determining Whether a remote check Will 
occur, a noti?cation icon, such as that shoWn at 800 in FIG. 
8 can appear When a user-initiated activity is detected. This 
icon may appear in the toolbar of a Web broWser for the 
purpose of alerting the user that Web resource to Which he 
Wishes to navigate is not on the local list of safe sites. When 
the user clicks on this icon, a list box can be presented to the 
user. One such list is shoWn at 802. The list gives the user 
the ability or option to check the Website, turn on automatic 
checking, report the Website, or change phishing ?lter set 
tings. 

[0062] If the user selects “check this Website”, the Website 
Will be checked remotely from the user’s computing device 
as described above. If the user selects “turn on automatic 
checking” the Website Will be checked remotely from the 
user’s computing device, and the next time that a user 
initiated activity is detected and the Web resource is not on 
the local list of safe sites, the remote check Will automati 
cally occur Without notifying the user. 

[0063] FIG. 9 illustrates a dialog box that is presented to 
a user When a Website that the user has attempted to navigate 
to has been determined to be associated With a phishing 
activity. There, the user is noti?ed that the Website is a 
reported phishing Website and is given the option of either 
continuing to the Website or of closing the Web page. 

[0064] FIG. 10 illustrates a dialog box that is presented to 
a user When a Website that the user has attempted to navigate 
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to is determined to not be associated With a phishing activity. 
There, the user is noti?ed that the Website is not a suspicious 
or reported Website and the user can click “OK” to continue. 

CONCLUSION 

[0065] Various embodiments provide protection against 
Web resources associated With one or more undesirable 

activities. In this manner, a user and/ or the user’ s computing 
device can be protected from activities that could prove 
harmful. 

[0066] Although the invention has been described in lan 
guage speci?c to structural features and/or methodological 
steps, it is to be understood that the invention de?ned in the 
appended claims is not necessarily limited to the speci?c 
features or steps described. Rather, the speci?c features and 
steps are disclosed as preferred forms of implementing the 
claimed invention. 

1. A computer-implemented method comprising: 

detecting a user-initiated activity on a computing device; 
and 

responsive to detecting said user-initiated activity, check 
ing, locally on said computing device, Whether a Web 
resource associated With said user-initiated activity is 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site; and 

if said Web resource is not identi?ed as being associated 
With a safe site, checking, remotely from said comput 
ing device, Whether said Web resource is identi?ed as at 
least possibly being associated With one or more unde 
sirable activities. 

2. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
Wherein said checking locally and said checking remotely 
occurs contemporaneously With conducting a navigation 
associated With said Web resource. 

3. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
Wherein said checking remotely comprises at least utiliZing 
reputation information associated With said Web resource 
Which is provided by one or more remote sources. 

4. The computer-implemented method of claim 3, 
Wherein said utiliZing comprises using a score-based system 
to rank said Web resource in categories comprising: 

a Web resource knoWn to be associated With one or more 

undesirable activities; 

a Web resource suspected of being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities; or 

a Web resource that is not knoWn or suspected of being 
associated With one or more undesirable activities. 

5. The computer-implemented method of claim 4, 
Wherein said using a score-based system at least comprises: 

computing, on said computing device, a local score asso 
ciated With said Web resource; and 

processing, on said computing device, said reputation 
information and said local score to derive a reputation 
score associated With said Web resource. 

6. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
Wherein said one or more undesirable activities includes 
phishing activities. 

7. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, further 
comprising: 
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notifying the user associated With said user-initiated activ 
ity if said Web resource is suspected or known to be 
associated With one or more undesirable activities; and 

giving said user an option to continue said user-initiated 
activity in an event said Web resource is suspected or 
knoWn to be associated With one or more undesirable 
activities. 

8. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
Wherein said detecting is performed by a Web broWser. 

9. The computer-implemented method of claim 1, 
Wherein said safe site is a site that is not associated With 
activities associated With phishing, malWare, or spyWare. 

10. A computer-implemented method comprising: 

detecting an attempted navigation via a Web broWser on a 
computing device; and 

responsive to detecting said attempted navigation, com 
municating With a remote computing device and ascer 
taining Whether a Web resource associated With said 
navigation is identi?ed as at least possibly being asso 
ciated With one or more undesirable activities. 

11. The computer-implemented method of claim 10, fur 
ther comprising: 

responsive to said detecting and prior to said communi 
cating, checking, locally on said computing device, 
Whether said Web resource associated With said 
attempted navigation is identi?ed as being associated 
With a safe site; and 

proceeding With said communicating only if said Web 
resource is not identi?ed as being associated With a safe 
site. 

12. The computer-implemented method of claim 11, 
Wherein said detecting and said communicating occur con 
temporaneously With conducting a navigation associated 
With said Web resource. 

13. The computer-implemented method of claim 10, 
Wherein said one or more undesirable activities includes 
phishing activities. 

14. The computer-implemented method of claim 10, fur 
ther comprising notifying the user associated With said 
attempted navigation if said Web resource is identi?ed as at 
least possibly being associated With one or more undesirable 
activities. 

15. The computer-implemented method of claim 10, 
Wherein said ascertaining comprises ranking said Web 
resource in categories comprising: 
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a Web resource knoWn to be associated With one or more 

undesirable activities; or 

a Web resource suspected of being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. 

16. A computer-implemented method comprising: 

detecting that a user has selected a link associated With a 

Web resource; 

responsive to said detecting and contemporaneously With 
conducting a navigation associated With said selected 
link, ascertaining Whether the Web resource associated 
With said navigation is identi?ed as at least possibly 
being associated With a phishing activity; and 

notifying the user in an event the Web resource associated 
With said navigation is identi?ed as at least possibly 
being associated With said phishing activity. 

17. The computer-implemented method of claim 16, 
Wherein said ascertaining comprises: 

checking, locally on said computing device, Whether a 
Web resource associated With said user-selected link is 
identi?ed as being associated With a safe site; and 

if said Web resource is not identi?ed as being associated 
With a safe site, checking, remotely from said comput 
ing device, Whether said Web resource associated With 
said user-selected link is identi?ed as at least possibly 
being associated With one or more phishing activities. 

18. The computer-implemented method of claim 17, 
Wherein said checking remotely comprises at least utiliZing 
reputation information associated With said Web resource 
Which is provided by one or more remote sources. 

19. The computer-implemented method of claim 18, 
Wherein said utiliZing comprises ranking said Web resource 
in categories comprising: 

a Web resource knoWn to be associated With one or more 

undesirable activities; or 

a Web resource suspected of being associated With one or 
more undesirable activities. 

20. The computer-implemented method of claim 16, 
Wherein said detecting is performed by a Web broWser. 


